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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3-6, 8, 10-13, 15, 17-20 and 22-23 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, USC code not included in this action can 
be found in the prior Office Action. 

35 US. 103 Rejection 

3. Claims 1, 3-6, 8, 10-13, 15, 17-20 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Lager et al. (hereafter n Lager")[U.S. Pat. No. 6636502] in 
view of Official Notice. 

4. Lager was cited in the previous office action. 

5. As to claim 1 , Lager teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: a 
system for controlling at least two remote mailboxes, located in at least two e-mail 
servers [Abstract; col. 19 lines 21-31 and 45-58] comprising: 

at least a first connection of a packet data system between a wireless terminal 
[e.g., a GPRS-MS] and an e-mail server maintaining a first remote mailbox [e.g., col. 13, 
lines 36-37; i.e., use the NIP parameter to specify an AOL's email session using the first 
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PDP connection]; and a second connection of the packet data system between the 
wireless terminal and another terminal station using the second PDP connection [e.g., 
[col. 19, lines 45-58; note that GPRS-MS and ISP are example of terminal stations 
(PTE) --see Fig. 11]. 

Lager does not specifically teach maintaining two remote mailboxes with the first 
and second connections simultaneously. 

However, Official Notice is taken that it is well known for an Internet user to 
launch two browser instances (e.g., by clicking on the same browser icon twice) to 
create two browser windows displaying side-by-side on the same display system. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to access and display two different mailboxes using Lager's first 
and second PDP connections because showing the mailboxes side-by-side on a same 
window makes it easier for the user to continuously monitor the statuses of the 
mailboxes. 

6. As to claim 3, Lager further teaches that an e-mail program [e.g., a browser] is 
arranged to be used for controlling said remote mailboxes, which e-mail program is 
provided with the capability to control several remote mailboxes substantially 
simultaneously, and in which each remote mailbox is provided with a unique 
identification [e.g., col. 19, lines 21-31; note that it is well known that subscribers of the 
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AOL and CompuServe are provided with individual mailboxes associated with their 
accounts]. 

7. As to claim 4, Lager further teaches that a notification of an e-mail message that 
has arrived in one of said remote mailboxes is arranged to be produced for the user, 
wherein in that said notification is arranged to be provided with a unique identification of 
that remote mailbox to which the e-mail message has arrived [e.g., col. 19, lines 21-24; 
note that the PDP type parameter serves as a unique identifier for the information 
coming from different sources (e.g., 100=AOL; 101= CompuServe)]. 

8. As to claims 5-6, by Official Notice it is further submitted that a browser user has 
access to e-mail program (provided by the service provider) with the capability to 
formulate and send e-mail messages, wherein the e-mail address of the user is 
automatically attached to the e-mail message [note that this is an inherent function of 
the email program]. 

9. As to claims 8, 10-13, 15, 17-20 and 22-23, since the features of these claims 
can also be found in claims 1 and 3-6, they are rejected for the same reasons set forth 
in the rejection of claims 1 and 3-6 above. 

10. Applicant's arguments filed on 7/9/2007 for claims 1, 3-6, 8, 10-13, 15, 17-20 and 
22-23 have been respectfully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive. 
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11. In the remarks Applicant argues that there is no disclosure of suggestion that 
each browser instance as suggested by the examiner in the office action is a different 
instance. Further, Applicant requests evidentiary basis to support for creating two 
different PDP connections in a combination as claimed by Applicant. 

12. The examiner respectfully traverses Applicant's arguments as follows: 
Lager clearly teaches at least at col. 19, lines 45-58 that a GPRS-MS terminal 

station can simultaneously connect to two other terminal stations (PTEs), such as ISPs 
(see Fig. 11 where in GPRS-MS and ISP/PDN are examples of terminal stations). At 
col. 13, lines 36-37 Lager further teaches that one may use the network indication 
parameter (NIP) to specify an ISP (such as AOL) for an email session. Thus, it is clearly 
feasible, in view of Lager's teachings, to connect a GPRS-MS terminal with two 
mailboxes via two respective ISP servers. The only thing missing from Lager's 
teachings is a motivation for maintaining/displaying two different mailboxes 
simultaneously. The examiner then uses "Official Notice" to show that putting different 
mailboxes side-by-side on a window using different browser instances has been widely 
practiced by Internet users. Indeed Evidence A of the previous office action serves as 
an evidentiary support for the Official Notice. If Applicant still has doubt, all he/she 
needs to do is try it with a nominal browser on a networked computer. Since the 
browser instances are created for different mailboxes at different instant of time, it is 
obvious that the connections are different because their target mailboxes are different. 
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For at least the above reasons, it is submitted that the prior art of record reads on 
the claims. 

1 3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

14. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 

Examiner note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the contest of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wen-Tai Lin whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3969. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-5:00) . 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571)272-3964. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are as 
follows: 

(703)872-9306 for official communications; and 
(571)273-3969 for status inquires draft communication. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



August 20, 2007 



Wen-Tai Lin 




